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traffic congestion made the Metro absolutely necessary; that
the difficulty in moving about in the city was endangering
efficiency. But there were alternative methods of increasing
transport facilities, as, for instance, the provision of more
buses, which would have been much cheaper- Is not
the present appalling overcrowding also endangering the
efficiency of the population? Another answer given to us
was that the Metro was a symbol, an expression of the
power of the people to create gigantic and beautiful things,
a foretaste of the wealth to be at the command of all as the
successive plans unfolded. The Metro has, in fact, been
constructed on the most luxurious scale* But the perplexity
which remains in one's mind is this: if the government had
declared in 1931 that it would postpone the construction of
the Metro and use the resources to house over half a million
people in Moscow with some degree of comfort would the
people have murmured? The answer must surely be no.
And if the people are content with a Metro instead of
housing and also content with housing instead of a Metro
does this mean that, along with so many other groups,
the discrirninating consumer in the U.S.S.R. has been
liquidated?